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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's reply filed 12/04/06 is acknowledged. Claims 1-25 are pending. 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant's election with traverse of invention group I, claims 1-7 in the reply filed 
on 12/04/06 is acknowledged. The crux of the traversal is on the ground that no serious 
burden of search for examiner when in the same class. This is not found persuasive 
and sufficient because applicant has failed to show why the instant Group I is not 
patentably distinct over Groups ll-IV and provide the reason why there is not a serious 
burden in searches when search required for one group not required for the other as set 
forth under Section 803. If the invention between the groups are not patentably distinct, 
the applicant should clearly admit this on the record. Accordingly, the requirement is 
still deemed proper and is therefore made FINAL. 

Note that claim 25 has been amended to depend upon claim 1 (Group I) the 
examiner will accept this claim as directed to group I. Accordingly, claims 8-24 are 
withdrawn from further consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b), as being drawn to a 
nonelected invention, there being no allowable generic or linking claim. 

Corrections to Specification and abstract filed 6/7/06 have been entered. 

Correction to drawings filed 6/07/07 is accepted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 
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Claims 1-2, 5-7 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by US Patent 6,874,738 to Ishizaki et al. 

Claim 1 reads on Ishizaki et al. as follows: Ishizaki et al. discloses an adjustable 
elevation of a display comprising: a first assembly (spiral spring) (2) (Figs. 1-2) 
configured to produce a fixed lifting force; a second assembly (53) configured to 
produce a user configurable friction force; a monitor support assembly (3, 4) operably 
connected to the first assembly (2) and the second assembly (53), the monitor support 
assembly configured to support a monitor and to have the fixed lifting force and the user 
configurable friction force counteract a vertical downward force produced by the 
monitor, and a monitor support assembly guide (1) configured to direct and 
constrain a vertical motion of the monitor support assembly. 

As to claim 2, wherein the first assembly includes a spring (spiral spring 2) 

As to claim 5, wherein the second assembly (53) includes one or more of, a user 
moveable lever (53A) configured to bear on one or more of, the monitor support 
assembly and the monitor support assembly guide to produce the-friction force, and a 
user tunable screw (53B) in combination with 51, 52, 54) configured to bear on one or 
more of, the monitor support assembly, and the monitor support assembly guide to 
produce the friction force. 

As to claim 6, wherein the second assembly includes one or more of, a user 
moveable friction plate (51 , 52, 54) configured to bear on one or more of, the monitor 
support assembly and the monitor support assembly guide to produce the user 
configurable friction force and an arm (52) configured to bear on one or more of, the 
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monitor support assembly, and the monitor support assembly guide to produce the user 
configurable friction force. 

As to claim 7, the recitation of claim 7 appears to be only in functional statement 
since the monitor is not claimed in claim 1 . Therefore this functional statement has not 
been given patentable weight. Nevetheless, Ishizaki et al. teaches as such which 
includes a flat panel computer monitor (D) (Fig. 4). 

As to claim 25, Ishizaki also discloses a stand including a base (11) (Fig. 1). 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Ishizaki et al. 

Ishizaki et al. differs from claims 3 and 4 of the present invention in whether the 
monitor support assembly can be moved vertically by applying a force with a vertical 
component of less than ten Newtons to one or more of (claim 3), and/or of less than one 
Newton to one or more of, the monitor support assembly, and the monitor. Ishizaki et al 
does not specifically recite such force. However, to have select/apply such forces in 
order to move the monitor support assembly vertically is deemed obvious over Ishizaki 
et al. because it was obvious that the device of Ishizaki can be lifted the monitor support 
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assembly vertically by applying a certain force; and more specifically the device can be 
adjusted by loosening or tightening the nut 53 or changing the size of the coil 2 to a 
certain force in order to lift or counterbalance a certain weight of the monitor. Hence it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to apply a force with a vertical component of less than ten Newtons to one or 
more of or of less than one Newton to one or more of in order to move the monitor 
support assembly vertically. Absent of any teaching or criticality or providing an 
advantage or solving a state problem is also consider as an obvious matter of design 
choice. Therefore it would have also been an obvious matter of design choice to modify 
Ishizaki et al to obtain the invention as specified in claims 3-4. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 06/07/06, with respect to the rejections of claims 
1-20 under 102(e) and 21-25 under (103(a) to Corner et al have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. Therefore, the rejection has been withdrawn. 
However, upon further consideration, a new ground of rejection is made in view of 
Ishizaki et al. with respect to claims 1-7 and 25. Claims 8-24 are withdrawn from further 
consideration pursuant to 37 CFR 1.142(b). as being drawn to a nonelected invention. 



Conclusion 

This action is made NON-FINAL> 
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The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

US 7,036,787 to Lin 
6,712,321 to Suet al. 
4,395,010 to helgeland et al. 
6,702,238 to Wang 

The above patents disclose various types of adjustable support devices for a 
display panel. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Tan Le whose telephone number is (571) 272-6818. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon. through Fri. from 9:00 AM-6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached on (571) 272-6842. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





Tan Le 

February 7, 2007. 



Carl D; Friedman 
Supervisory Patent Examinar 
Group 3600 



